on No. 10'6?1,017 Docket No M$-& - > SI 

. March 1.7, 2(M 
Alter Final Office Action of November 1 5. 200? 

Claims 44-54 arc pending in the present application. Claims 1-43 have been canceled 
and claims 44-54 have been added. No new matter is added. Claims 44, 48 and 52 are 
independent. 



Rejections under 35 U.S.C § 102 a»d § 103 
Claims 1-5, 26-28, 30 and 41-42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Yamauchi et al (U.S. 6,798,981 Bl). Claims 6-9, 11-13, 15-16, 21-25 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yamauchi et al. (U.S. 6,798,981 
Bl), as applied to claims 1-5, 26-28, 30 and 43-42 above and further in view of Quo (O.S. 
6,914,863 B2). Claims 1.7-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yamauchi et al. (U.S. 6,798,981 Bl) and Gno (US, 6,914,863 B2) as applied to claims 1.-5, 26- 
28, 30, 41-42, 6-9, 1 1-13, 15-16, 21-25 above and further m view of Kim et al. (U.S. 7,1 13,694 
B2). Claims 10 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yamauchi et al (U.S. 6,798,981 81) as applied to claims 1-5, 26-30 and 41-42 above, and 
farther in view of Kime et al above. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Yamauchi et al. (U.S. 6,798,981 Bl) and Gno (U.S. 6,914,863 B2) as applied 
to claims 1-5, 26-30, 41-42, 6-9, 11-16, and 21-25 above, and further in view of Kim et al (U.S. 
7,113,694 B2). Claims 31-36. 39 and 40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Gno (U.S. 4,914,863 B2) and further in view ofTanaka et al. (U.S. 6,782,192 
Bl), Claim 37 and 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ono 
(U.S. 6,014,863 B2) and Tanafca et al. (U.S. 6,782,192 Bi) as applied to claims 31-36, 39 and. 40, 
and further in view of KikucM et al. (U.S. 6,562,334 Bl). Claim 43 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a) as being -unpatentable over Gno (U.S. 6,014,863 B2) and Tanaka et al. (U.S. 6,782,192 
Bl) as applied to claims 31-36, 39 and 40 above, and further in view of Yamauchi et al, (U.S. 
6.798,981 Bl). 
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Amendment dated March i 7, .2008 
v+cs < i \ i \ 

In view of the cancellation of claims 
withdrawn. 



Docfcet fo 0465 197 Pi S! 
1-43. bee ections arc i »> and should be 



New Claims 

New claims 44-54 are directed to a method, apparatus and medium for controlling 
resume-playback of one or more titles, and are believed to be patentable over the applied art in 
various ways. Thus, indication of allowance of these claims is respectfully requested. 

CONCLUSION 

In view of the above remarks, it is believed that claims are allowable. 
Should there be any outstanding matters thai need to be resolved in the present 
application, the Examiner is respectfully requested to contact Esther II Chong Reg. No. 40,953 
at the telephone number of the undersigned below, to conduct an interview in an effort to 
expedite prosecution in connection with the present application. 

If necessary, the Commissioner is hereby authorized in this, concurrent, and Mure 
replies to charge payment or credit any overpayment to Deposit Account No. 02-2448 lor any 
additional fees required under 37.C.F.R. §§1.16 or 1.14; particularly; extension of time fees. 
Dated: March 17, 2008 Respectfully submitted, 

Esther H. Chong ' 

Registration No.: 40,953 

BIRCH, STEWART, KOLASCM & BIRCH, LLP 
81 10 Gatehouse Road 
Suite 100 East 
P.O. Box 747 

Fails Church, Virginia 22040-0747 

(703)205-8000 

Attorney for Applicant 
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